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ENDANGERED  SPECIES  SCIENTIFIC 
AUTHORITY 

50  CFR  Part  810 

Export  of  Appendix  II  Species:  Bobcat, 
Lynx,  River  Otter,  Alaskan  Brown  Bear, 
and  Alaskan  Gray  Wolf— Export 
Findings  for  the  1979-80  Season 

agency:  Endangered  Species  Scientific 
Authority. 

action:  Final  rulemaking. 

summary:  On  July  12, 1979  and 
September  7, 1979,  (44  FR  40841  and  44 
FR  52289),  the  Endangered  Species 
Scientific  Authority  (ESSA)  proposed 
findings  on  a  state-by-state  basis  as  to 
whether  commercial  export  of  bobcat, 
lynx,  and  river  otter  taken  in  1979-80 
will  not  be  deterimental  to  the  survival 
of  those  species;  and  proposed  findings 
for  each  of  these  species  as  to  whether 
such  export  will  not  be  detrimental  to 
the  survival  of  similar  species  protected 
by  the  Convention  on  International 
Trade  in  Endangered  Species  of  Wild 
Fauna  and  Flora  (CITES).  Both  findings 
must  be  positive  before  export  can  be 
allowed.  Findings  for  export  of  brown 
bear  and  gray  wolf  from  Alaska  were 
proposed  relative  only  to  whether 
export  will  not  be  detrimental  to  other 
populations  of  the  same  species.  These 
findings  are  meant  to  satisfy  ESSA’s 
responsibilities  under  Article  IV, 
paragraph  2  of  the  CITES.  These 
proposals  were  preceded  by  an 
advanced  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
published  in  the  April  30, 1979  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  25383).  The  ESSA  has 
received  substantial  comment  on  the 
proposal,  primarily  in  the  form  of  state 
reports  in  support  of  no  detriment 
findings.  The  ESSA  hereby  establishes 
final  export  findings  for  this  season. 
Federal  export  permits  may  be  issued 
only  for  pelts  that  were  harvested  in 
states  for  which  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  serving  as  the  U.S. 
Management  Authority  for  the  CITES 
(MA),  is  satisfied  the  state  programs 
assure  that  the  pelts  to  be  exported  will 
be  legally  obtained  and  tagged,  and  for 
which  the  ESSA  has  made  positive 
findings  as  described  above. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  September  26, 1979. 
ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Executive  Secretary, 
Endangered  Species  Scientific 
Authority,  18th  and  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Forthcoming 
comments  and  comments  already 
received  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  Room  536,  7:45  a.m.  to 


5:30  p.m.,  Mondays  through  Fridays 
except  Federal  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  information  concerning  biological 
findings  by  the  ESSA  contact:  Dr.  Peter 
C.  Escherich,  Staff  Zoologist, 

Endangered  Species  Scientific 
Authority.  18th  and  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240  (202/653-5948). 

For  information  concerning  findings 
by  the  Management  Authority  and  state 
tagging  programs  contact:  Ronald 
Singer.  Staff  Biologist,  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20240  (703/ 
235-2418). 

For  information  concerning  Federal 
Export  Permits  contact:  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20240  (703/ 
235-1903). 

Supplementary  Information 

The  CITES  and  its  implementing 
regulations,  50  CFR  Part  23,  control 
international  trade  in  animal  and  plant 
species,  subspecies  or  geograpliically  , 
separate  populations  included  in  any  of 
three  CITES  Appendices.  A  list  of 
species  included  in  the  appendices  can 
be  found  at  50  CFR  23.23.  Currently,  54 
nations  are  party  to  the  CITES.  The 
CITES  is  implemented  in  each  Party 
country  by  one  or  more  scientific 
authorities  and  one  or  more 
management  authorities.  The  CITES 
appendices  are  distinct  from  the  list  of 
species  issued  under  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  16 
U.S.C.  1531  et  seq.,  50  CFR  17.11. 

All  five  species  discussed  in  this 
notice  are  included  in  Appendix  H. 
Acording  to  Article  II,  paragraph  2  of  the 
CITES,  Appendix  II  is  to  include: 

(a)  All  species  which  although  not 
necessarily  now  threatened  with 
extinction  may  become  so  unless  trade 
in  specimens  of  such  species  is  subject 
to  strict  regulation  in  order  to  avoid 
utilization  incompatible  with  their 
survival,  and 

(b)  Other  species  which  must  be 
subject  to  regulation  in  order  that  trade 
in  specimens  of  certain  species  referred 
to  in  sub-paragraph  (a)  of  this  paragraph 
may  be  brought  under  effective  control. 

Although  the  CITES  provides  for  the 
inclusion  of  species  in  Appendix  II  for 
two  distinct  purposes.  Parties  proposing 
additions  in  the  past  usually  have  not 
clearly  identified  the  purpose  of  listing 
in  their  original  proposals  or  in  other 
supporting  documents.  At  the  second 
meeting  of  the  Conference  of  the  Parties 
(held  in  San  jose,  Costa  Rica  in  March 
1979),  the  Parties  recommended  “that 
proposals  for  additions  to  Appendix  II 
should  make  it  clear  whenever  possible 
whether  the  proposal  is  made  under 


Article  II  2(a)  or  Article  II  2(b)  .  . 

(Com.  2.13,  also  see  Com.  2.12).  This 
recommendation  is  intended  to  clarify 
the  responsibility  of  the  Parties’ 
scientific  authorities  in  making  findings 
on  applications  to  export  or  to  import 
specimens  of  species  protected  by  the 
CITES. 

As  discussed  in  our  notice  of  April  30, 
1979  (44  FR  25383),  the  MA  may  grant  an 
export  permit  for  a  specimen  of  an 
Appendix  II  species  only  after  the  ESSA 
has  found  that  the  export  “will  not  be 
detrimental  to  the  survival  of  that 
species”  (Article  IV  2(a)).  For  specimens 
of  species  included  in  Appendix  II  under 
Article  II  2(a),  because  of  potential 
threat  to  their  own  survival,  we  are 
addressing  the  potential  effect  of 
exports  on  the  listed  species  itself;  for 
species  included  in  Appendix  II  under 
Article  II  2(b),  to  protect  other  species, 
we  are  addressing  how  such  exports' 
may  affect  the  status  of  the  species 
intended  to  be  protected:  those 
associated  species  included  in  Appendix 
n  under  Article  II  2(a),  or  included  in 
Appendix  I. 

In  certain  cases  it  may  be  necessary 
to  include  a  species  in  Appendix  II  both 
because  it  may  become  threatened  with 
extinction  and  because  its  trade  must  be 
regulated  to  effectively  control  trade  in 
other  species  included  because  of 
biological  jeopardy.  In  such  cases  the 
ESSA  is  making  two  findings  on 
detriment,  one  with  respect  to  Article  II 
2(a)  and  the  other  with  respect  to  Article 
II  2(b). 

In  the  notice  of  April  30  (44  FR  25383) 
and  July  12, 1979  (44  FR  40841),  the 
ESSA  described  the  rationale  for 
treatment  of  the  bobcat,  lynx,  and  river 
otter  as  having  been  included  in 
Appendix  II  under  both  Article  II  2(a) 
and  Article  II  2(b).  As  cited  in  those 
notices,  both  the  Berne  criteria  for 
addition  (Conf.  1.1,  5.11.1976)  and  the 
original  statements  for  addition  of  the 
Felidae  and  Lutrinae  to  Appendix  II 
support  such  an  approach.  Thus,  the 
ESSA  is  establishig  findings  for  these 
species  both  on  whether  export  is  not 
detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
indicated  species  and  whether  export  is 
not  determinal  to  other  species  of  cats 
and  otters. 

At  the  second  meeting  of  the 
Conference  of  the  Parties,  the  Parties 
agreed  that  the  Alaskan  and  Canadian 
populations  of  brown  bear,  Ursus 
arctos,  and  wolf,  Canis  lupus,  were  to 
be  treated  as  being  included  in 
Appendix  II  under  Article  II  2(b).  These 
agreements  became  effective  on  June  28, 
and  the  ESSA  limits  its  review  of  export 
of  Alaskan  brown  bear  and  gray  wolf  to 
findings  made  with  respect  to  Article  II 
2(b).  V^en  reviewing  proposals  to 
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export  these  Alaskan  specimens,  the 
ESSA  only  considers  and  only  makes  a 
finding  on  the  probable  impact  that 
export  of  specimens  from  Alaska  will 
have  on  the  status  of  other  populations 
of  the  same  species. 

Guidelines  for  ESSA  Findings  on  Export 

Article  112(a) 

For  the  bobcat,  lynx,  and  river  otter, 
the  ESSA  published  guidelines  in  the 
April  10. 1978,  Federal  Register  (43  FR 
15097],  and  further  ampliHed  and 
discussed  these  guidelines  on  July  7, 

1978  (43  FR  29469).  These  guidelines 
were  originally  developed  for  the  1978- 
79  season,  but  are  considered  equally 
applicable  to  the  1979-80  season  (see  44 
FR  25383,  April  30, 1979,  and  44  FR 
40841,  July  12, 1979). 

These  guidelines  depend  on  analysis  . 
of  both  biological  information  and 
management  programs  adopted  by  the 
states.  A  Working  Group  on  these 
species  recommended  the  following 
minimum  requirements  for  these  (see  43 
FR  11081,  March  16, 1978): 

Minimum  Requirements  for  Biological 
Information 

1.  Population  trend  information  *  *  * 
the  method  of  determination  to  be  a 
matter  of  state  choice. 

2.  Information  on  total  harvest  of  the 
species. 

3.  Information  on  distribution  of 
harvest. 

4.  Habitat  evaluation. 

Minimum  Requirements  for  a 
Management  Program 

1.  There  should  be  a  controlled 
harvest  *  *  *  methods  and  seasons  to 
be  a  matter  of  state  choice. 

2.  All  pelts  should  be  registered  and 
marked. 

3.  Harvest  level  objective  should  be 
determined  annually. 

As  in  previous  years,  not  all  states 
meet  every  one  of  the  requirements, 
which  were  considered  as  minimums  by 
the  Working  Group.  The  ESSA  has 
approved  export  in  the  past  from  states 
when  it  considered  that  other 
information  would  provide  a  reasonable 
basis  for  a  rinding  of  no  detriment.  This 
was  done  with  the  understanding  that 
early  stages  of  research  and  progress 
toward  improved  management  might  be 
inhibited  or  made  more  difficult  were  no 
export  allowed  at  all.  The  progress  in 
both  these  areas  over  the  past  two  years 
has  been  encouraging,  and  we  wish  to 
recognize  the  efforts  made  by  the  states. 
Many  of  these  changes  are  recorded  in 
our  tables  of  findings  for  last  year  and  in 
the  present  findings. 

There  remains  only  one  state.  New 
Mexico,  in  which  the  wildlife 


department  has  not  been  granted 
regulatory  authority  over  the  bobcat, 
although  the  species  was  either 
imregulated  or  boimtied  in  a  large 
proportion  of  the  states  only  a  few  years 
ago.  In  New  Mexico,  a  substantial  effort 
has  been  made  to  assess  the  status  of 
that  species  and  has  demonstrated  to 
the  ESSA  that  export  subject  to  a  quota 
in  1979-80  will  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
survival  of  the  species  in  that  state. 

In  some  cases,  rigorous  historical  data 
may  be  irretrievably  lost,  but  intensive 
efforts  are  ciurently  being  made  to 
improve  the  states’  information  both  on 
populations  and  harvests,  and  other 
information  may  provide  reasonable 
assurances  that  export  will  not  be 
detrimental.  Such  assurances  are  further 
strengthened  by  states’  actions  in 
providing  new  controls  on  harvest  and 
sale  where  these  have  been  less  rigorous 
in  the  past  and  where  current  conations 
call  for  such  changes.  Thus,  the  ESSA 
can  rind  export  will  not  be  detrimental 
to  the  siurvival  of  the  species  for  this 
season,  but  anticipates  further 
improvement  as  the  results  of  new 
research  and  management  initiatives 
become  more  apparent. 

Application  of  these  guidelines  to 
brown  bear  and  gray  wolf  from  Alaska 
is  not  discussed  because  these 
populations  are  considered  to  have  been 
included  in  Appendix  II  under  Article  II 
2(b)  only  (see  44  FR  25480,  May  1, 1979, 
and  44  FR  9689,  February  14, 1979),  and 
thus  only  a  finding  relative  to  that 
article  is  required  of  the  ESSA. 

Article  II  2(b) 

These  rindings  under  Article  II  2(b) 
address  the  question  of  potential 
detriment  to  other  associated  species. 

As  described  in  more  detail  in  the  April 
30, 1979,  Federal  Register  (44  FR  25383], 
we  are  addressing  two  major  concerns: 
(1)  that  specimens  of  the  exported 
species  are  sufriciently  distinguishable 
ri'om  specimens  of  the  similar  species 
protected  by  the  CITES  to  prevent  a 
detrimental  confusion  in  trade,  and  (2) 
that  trade  in  the  species  concerned  does 
not  stimulate  trade  in  similar  protected 
species  which  would  be  detrimental  to 
those  species.  Because  the  CITES 
defines  “species”  to  include  “any 
species,  subspecies,  or  geographically 
separate  population  thereof’  (Article 
I(a]),  important  units  to  consider  are 
other  populations  or  subspecies  of  the 
species  imder  consideration  as  well  as 
related  species  which  are  particularly 
difficult  to  distinguish.  Each  of  the  five 
species  under  consideration  here  has 
similar  relatives  in  one  or  both  of  these 
categories  which  are  included  in  the 
appendices,  and  which  are  the  basis  for 


the  inclusion  of  the  present  species 
under  Article  II  2(b]. 

Summary  of  General  Comments 

As  in  the  past,  the  majority  of 
comments  have  been  from  state  wildlife 
agencies  supplying  updated  information 
on  status  and  management  and  research 
programs.  These  comments  are 
summarized  in  the  tables  and 
discussions  of  rindings  for  each  species 
contained  in  the  present  notice,  the 
proposal  (July  12, 1979, 44  FR  40841)  and 
supplemental  proposal  (Sept.  7, 1979, 44 
FR  52289).  Seven  states  provided 
additional  comments  which  are  not 
reflected  in  the  tables. 

Maine  indicated  that  reporting  is  also 
required  for  hunters,  so  the  “How 
Reported”  column  of  the  table  should 
also  contain  an  “HR”  as  well  as  a  “TR.” 
They  also  identiried  a  study  to  be 
initiated  which  will  compare  bobcat  and 
coyote  prey,  interactions,  and  densities 
in  that  state.  California  indicated  that 
their  “recent  changes  and  comments” 
section  would  be  clarified  by  a 
rewording  of  the  second  sentence  to 
read  “All  pelts  held  must  be  tagged  and 
data  on  specimens  turned  in.” 
Massachusetts  confirmed  their  previous 
plans  of  requiring  mandatory  tum-in  of 
bobcat  carcasses,  and  provided  dealer 
report  numbers  of  121  otters  and  23 
bobcats.  Age  structures  now  calculated 
indicate  no  change  in  average  age  of 
otters  taken  since  the  previous  season. 
An  apparent  decrease  in  age  of  bobcats 
taken  relies  on  such  small  samples  (15 
and  7)  that  it  cannot  be  considered 
statistically  meaningful. 

Florida,  Alaska,  and  Louisiana 
expressed  concern  over  the  ESSA’s 
making  rindings  relative  to  Article  II 
2(b].  lliese  comments  largely  reflect 
more  extensive  comments  made  by 
Florida,  Louisiana  and  other  states 
relative  to  ESSA  rindings  on  American 
alligator  exports  and  their  potential 
effects  on  other  crocodilian  species.  In 
the  ESSA’s  rinal  rindings  regarding 
export  of  American  alligator,  to  be 
issued  this  month,  the  question  of  this 
authority  is  discussed  extensively,  and 
will  not  be  repeated  here.  Further 
discussion  of  actual  findings  made 
relative  to  Article  II  2(b)  for  these 
species  will  be  found  below  in  that 
section  of  this  notice. 

Louisiana  also  suggested  that 
additional  “Consequences  of  no 
[export]”  (in  the  Environmental 
Assessment  section  of  the  July  12 
proposal)  should  include  impacts  on  the 
fur  industry,  impact  on  other  species 
which  trappers  may  switch  to,  and 
reductions  in  incentives  for  habitat 
conservation.  West  Virginia  disagreed 
with  ESSA’s  statement  in  that  section 
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that  “to  some  extent,  a  decrease  in 
harvest  would  result  in  increased 
population  of  these  species.”  However, 
we  have  previously  pointed  out  (43  FR 
29173,  July  7, 1978)  that,  according  to  the 
best  available  data  for  bobcat,  most 
annual  natural  mortality  may  occur  in 
the  fall,  before  the  trapping  season,  and 
that  a  model  presuming  harvest  of  a 
“fall  surplus”  is  inappropriate  for  this 
species.  Thus,  although  there  are  levels 
of  harvest  which  can  probably  be 
sustained  over  long  periods,  substantial 
harvests  may  keep  the  population  at 
some  level  below  the  maximum 
possible. 

Louisiana  also  stated  that  mandatory 
tagging  was  less  effective  than  their 
system  of  reporting  through  dealer 
audits.  We  recognize  Louisiana’s 
experience  in  this  area,  and  note  that 
the  MA  has  approved  their  system  for 
supplying  export  tags.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  know  of  no  other  state  with  a 
comparable  system.  While  some  states 
have  dealer  reports  which  are 
apparently  reliable,  many  others  either 
have  had  no  dealer  reporting 
requirements  or  have  had  problems  with 
low  compliance  with  requirements  and 
with  sale  of  pelts  to  out-of-state  or 
unlicensed  dealers. 

The  Interior  Alaska  Trappers 
Association  submitted  a  comment 
objecting  to  continued  inclusion  of  lynx 
and  river  otter  on  the  Appendices, 
although  their  status  was  reviewed  by 
the  MA  in  preparation  for  the  CITES 
meeting  of  March.  1979,  and  the  data 
found  insufficient  to  warrant 
recommending  removal  (43  FR  55313, 
Nov.  27, 1978).  They  further  object  to 
federal  controls  on  export  of  these 
species  and  on  wolf  and  brown  bear, 
although  these  are  required  by  law. 

Defenders  of  Wildlife  submitted  a 
lengthy  comment  urging  the  ESSA  “to 
reconsider  its  proposed  bobcat  findings 
for  the  1979-80  season  in  their  entirety.” 
and  cite  several  aspects  of  the  findings 
with  which  they  disagree.  They  also 
suggested  that  the  Management 
Authority  has  not  established  an 
adequate  program  for  controlling  trade, 
and  that  as  a  result  no  export  should  be 
allowed;  we  refer  interested  parties  to 
the  memorandum  to  the  ESSA  from  the 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  quoted  elsewhere 
in  this  notice,  which  describes  their 
program  and  findings.  Defenders 
characterized  the  ESSA’s  guidelines  for 
export  approval  as  inadequate  and 
suggested  additional  areas  in  which  they 
feel  data  should  be  required  to  properly 
evaluate  “the  species’  role  in  the 
ecosystem”,  such  as  “current  population 
levels  and  distribution  of  the  species,  its 
demographic  characteristics,  its 


movement  patterns,  its  food  habits,  and 
the  relation  between  the  Appendix  n 
species  and  other  species.”  The  ESSA 
recognizes  the  value  of  such  data  in 
evaluating  the  species’  role,  but  feels 
that  given  the  information  required  in 
the  guidelines,  as  well  as  the  results  of 
much  other  research  available  in  these 
areas,  that  it  may  be  unnecessary  to 
require  such  specific  information  from 
everywhere  in  the  species’  range.  As 
was  done  for  last  years’  findings,  the 
ESSA  has  approved  export  for  some 
states  where  not  all  the  guidelines  are 
met  rigorously,  but  only  because  we 
consider  other  information  sufficient  for 
a  finding  of  no  detriment.  A  single  year’s 
information  cannot  be  taken  alone,  and 
previous  material  has  been  considered 
in  making  those  findings,  although  the 
information  used  may  not  have  been 
reprinted  in  this  year’s  tables.  In  the  July 
12  proposal,  all  of  the  previous  notices 
were  referenced,  with  an  indication  that 
they  “should  be  consulted  for 
background  data  relevant  to  the  current 
proposed  findings.” 

Defenders’  comments  also  raised 
again  the  issue  of  making  findings  based 
on  subspecies  rather  than  by  state  and 
referenced  their  comment  on  last  year’s 
proposals.  An  extensive  discussion  of 
the  problems  of  that  approach  was 
published  in  last  year’s  final  rulemaking 
(43  FR  39305,  September  1, 1978),  and 
will  not  be  repeated  here  in  detail. 
Although  the  ESSA  recognized  the 
mandate  to  protect  subspecies,  our 
state-by-state  approach  provides  a  more 
precise  and  responsive  mechanism  than 
would  findings  based  primarily  on 
subspecies.  In  addition,  bobcat 
subspecies  are  much  more  poorly 
defined  than  is  apparent  fi'om 
Defenders’  comment,  adding  weight  to 
this  conclusion.  'The  current  comment 
from  Defenders  cites  California  and 
Nevada  as  states  with  extensive  range 
for  more  than  one  subspecies  but  which 
do  not  manage  on  a  subspecies  basis. 
Both,  however,  provide  information 
which  could  allow  them  to  manage  on 
even  more  local  bases  than  subspecies  if 
necessary.  Nevada  is  currently 
assessing  bobcat  harvest  and  status  by 
individual  mountain  ranges,  whereas 
California  has  harvest  data  from  each  of 
58  counties,  and  is  currently,  or  has 
recently  conducted  intensive  research 
on  bobcats  within  the  distribution  of 
each  of  its  resident  subspecies. 

Defenders  also  objected  to  ESSA’s 
procedure  of  not  publishing  proposals 
for  all  states  simultaneously.  The  same 
procedure  was  followed  last  season 
without  objection.  The  ESSA  would 
prefer  to  present  all  proposals  early  in 
the  summer,  in  order  to  give  maximum 


notice  to  all  interested  parties  before  the 
season,  but  a  number  of  problems  have 
prevented  states  from  providing 
pertinent  biological  and  management 
information  earlier.  These  problems 
include  state  administrative  procedures 
laws  requiring  set  pdHods  and  review 
before  new  regulations  can  be  effected, 
state  laws  with  late  dates  for  tum-in  of 
harvest  data  by  dealers  or  trappers, 
funding  for  data  analysis  which  may  not 
become  available  un^  a  new  fiscal 
year,  and  slow  response  rates  to  mail 
surveys  or  questionnaires.  Thus,  to 
provide  maximum  availability  of 
proposals  for  comment  we  have 
published  material  as  it  has  become 
available.  A  small  number  of  states  are 
given  export  approval  in  this  notice  - 
without  a  formal  comment  period. 

Harvest  season  for  these  species 
generally  begins  in  the  fall  of  the  year 
and  some  begin  as  early  as  October  1. 
State  agencies  must  have  some  notice  of 
ESSA  findings  on  export  before  the 
season  begins  so  that  any  conditions* 
imposed  on  export  may  be  fulfilled. 
Additionally,  in  a  number  of  states,  the 
practices  of  trappers  and  fur  buyers  are 
affected  by  the  ESSA  findings  and  it  is 
important  to  provide  them  with  notice  of 
those  findings  before  the  season  begins. 
Therefore,  the  ESSA  finds  it  impractical 
to  provide  notice  and  opportunity  for 
comment  on  findings  approving  export 
from  states  that  have  only  recently  been 
able  to  supply  relevant  information  and 
for  which  export  approval  was  not 
proposed.  We  note,  however,  that 
additional  information  presented  to  the 
ESSA  concerning  such  findings  will  be 
considered  in  that  findings  may  be 
modified  as  necessary,  llie  ESSA  also 
anticipates  receiving  state  comments 
earlier  in  the  season  in  subsequent 
years. 

Defenders  of  Wildlife  also  submitted 
comments  on  the  September  7 
supplemental  proposal  (44  FR  52289). 
Much  of  their  comment  repeats  concerns 
expressed  in  their  previous  comment, 
cited  above.  In  addition,  they  objected 
specifically  to  approval  of  exports  from 
certain  states,  basing  their  comments  on 
restatements  and  rechararterizations  of 
information  selected  from  material 
previously  summarized  or  discussed  by 
the  ESSA,  but  arriving  at  different 
conclusions.  No  new  information  is 
provided  which  alters  the  ESSA’s 
proposed  findings. 

A  comment  ftt)m  TRAFFIC(USA)  and 
the  lUCN/SSC  Otter  Specialist  Group 
recognized  the  general  improvement 
that  has  been  made  by  states  in  their 
record-keeping.  Concern  was  expressed 
over  control  and  record-keeping  at  the 
ports,  as  well  as  concern  at  export  of  a 
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small  number  of  pelts  apparently  from 
closed  states.  Prior  to  the  request  in  the 
TRAFFIC/Otter  Group  letter,  we  had 
expressed  our  concern  to  the  MA  over 
export  from  closed  states  and  have  also 
provided  all  states  with  the  MA’s  export 
statistics.  Recommendations  were  made 
by  the  TRAFFIC/Otter  Group  that  no 
exports  be  allowed  from  several  specific 
states.  For  most  of  these,  information 
lacking  at  the  time  of  their  review  has 
now  been  received,  problems  cited  have 
been  corrected,  or  our  information  is 
contrary  to  that  cited  in  their  comment. 
Their  comment  indicates  that  two 
reports  suggest  a  decline  of  otters  in 
Arkansas.  We  have  seen  neither  of 
these  reports,  so  we  are  unable  to  assess 
their  validity.  We  would  be  interested  in 
receiving  these,  as  well  as  comments  on 
these  by  the  Arkansas  Game  and  Fish 
Commission.  Suggestions  were  also 
made  that  all  tagging  be  mandatory,  that 
reproductive  status  be  included  in 
harvest  reports,  and  that  baseline 
population  models  be  developed  from 
untrapped  populations  to  assess  better 
the  effect  of  trapping. 

Three  additional  comments  were 
received  from  individuals  who 
requested  that  no  export  be  allowed  for 
one  or  more  of  the  species  considered 
here,  but  provided  little  substantive 
information  or  analysis. 

Management  Authority  Findings 

Before  the  MA  may  issue  permits  for 
foreign  export  of  Appendix  II  species 
taken  from  the  wild,  the  MA  must  be 
satisHed  that  specimens  were  not 
obtained  in  violation  of  State  or  federal 
law,  and  the  ESSA  must  advise  the  MA 
that  the  export  will  not  be  detrimental  to 
the  survival  of  the  species  (CITES, 
Article  IV,  paragraph  2).  Although  this 
notice  refers  to  ESSA  “approval”  of 
export  the  term  indicates  that  the  ESSA 
has  no  objection  to  issuance  of  export 
permits  by  the  MA  and  in  no  way 
suggests  limitation  of  the  authority  of 
the  MA  to  withhold  permits  on  other 
grounds.  Further,  the  MA,  in  issuing 
permits,  provides  the  means  by  which 
ESSA  conditions  on  export  are  met. 

In  a  memorandum  dated  September 
14, 1970,  the  Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  notified  the 
ESSA  of  their  review  of  state  tagging 
systems  for  CITES-controlled  species. 
Ibeir  review  process  was  described  as 
follows: 

1979  Fur  Export  Program  for  CITES- 
CootroUed  Species 

This  is  our  final  report  on  the  Service’s 
implementation  of  CITES  requirements 
towards  the  1979  export  of  controlled  fur 
species. 


Our  review  process  included  an  analysis  of 
each  State’s  CITES-controlled  species  tagging 
program  and  how  this  program  could  satisfy 
the  Service  that  tagged  pelts  were  not 
obtained  in  violation  of  state  law. 

All  involved  States  were  contacted  in  June 
by  mail  and  were  asked  to  notify  the  Wik)  of 
their  current  tagging  program  as  well  as  to 
provide  us  with  samples  of  their  1979-80 
tag(s)  (sample  letter  #1  attached).  States  that 
received  provisional  approval  for  their 
1978-79  export  program  were  reminded 
that  program  compliance  standards 
would  have  to  be  met  to  gain  approval 
for  1979  export  (sample  letter  #2 
attached).  Phone  discussions  were 
utilized  to  supplement  the  letters  when 
additional  information  was  required  or 
clarification  was  needed. 

Attachment  #3  is  a  reporting  form  showing 
our  review  process  for  each  State,  our 
commentary,  and  our  conclusion  concerning 
the  State’s  tagging  program.  In  the  near 
future,  we  intend  to  give  each  State  a  copy 
for  its  records  and  where  necessary,  to 
suggest  improvements  in  individual  State 
programs.  A  complete  set  will  be  sent  to  you 
(the  ESSA]  as  well. 

The  attached  chart  (item  #4)  shows  our 
review  of  the  involved  State’s  tagging 
programs  as  well  as  our  conclusions 
concerning  the  export  of  CITES-controlled  fur 
species  for  1979-80. 

Attachment  #3  include^}  a  list  of 
criteria  against  which  each  program  was 
to  be  judged; 

(1)  Each  skin  must  be  marked  with  a  tag 
that  is: 

(a)  made  of  metal  or  some  other  permanent 
material; 

(b)  applied  within  a  speciHc  time  of  taking 
that  is  set  by  the  State;  and 

(c)  permanently  attached  to  each  skin.* 

(2)  The  tags  must  show: 

(a)  State  of  origin; 

(b)  year  of  taking; 

(c)  species;  and 

(d)  be  serially  unique. 

(3)  A  sample  of  each  State  tag  must  be  sent 
to  the  WPO. 

Attachment  #4  is  a  table  presenting 
the  conclusions  of  the  Service 
concerning  approval  of  states’  programs. 
No  state  for  which  the  ESSA  has 
approved  export  was  identified  as  being 
disapproved  by  the  Wildlife  Permit 
Office.  The  following  states  were  given 
a  in  the  “1979  Program  Approved” 
column,  indicating  approval- of  the 
program; 

Alabama,  Alaska,  Arkansas,  California. 
Colorado,  Connecticut  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Montana, 
Nebraska.  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  New  York. 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 


(*)  Appropriate  tags  must  accompany  Hnished  fur 
pr^ucts  to  the  port  where  the  tags  will  be  collected 
by  USFWS  officers.  The  tags  are  necessary  to  show 
source  and  tag  numbers  of  pelts  used  in  the 
manufacture. 


Tennessee,  Texas.  Vermont  Virginia, 
Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
Wyoming,  Navajo  Nation. 

The  following  states  were  given  a  “F’ 
in  the  “1979  Program  Approved”  column, 
indicating  provisional  approval: 

Arizona,  Maryland,  Massachusetts.  New 
Hampshire,  North  Carolina,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah. 

Supplemental  Table  for  Bobcat  and 
River  Otter 

For  each  of  the  states  included  in  the 
following  tables,  the  ESSA  has  received 
additional  information  relative  to  the 
hndings  under  Article  II  2(a)  for  bobcat 
or  river  otter.  Consequently,  we  are 
publishing  summaries  of  this 
information  in  the  same  format  as  used 
in  our  proposals  of  July  12  (44  FR  40841) 
and  September  7  (44  FR  52289). 
Description  of  the  table  categories 
follows,  along  with  explanations  of 
abbreviations  used. 

Harvest  level  objective  for  1979-80 

As  recommended  by  the  Working 
Group,  it  is  desirable  to  define  a 
permissable,  desirable,  or  project  level 
of  harvest  prior  to  setting  regulations  or 
controls  on  that  harvest.  Setting  such  as 
objective  serves  two  functions:  It 
clariHes  the  intent  of  those  controls, 
which  can  aid  in  making  decisions  on 
the  nature  and  level  of  controls  to  use, 
and  it  provides  a  standard  by  which  the 
effect  of  those  controls  can  later  be 
measured.  We  cite  here  objectives  or 
projections  which  have  been  defined  to 
us  by  the  individual  states.  These  are 
not  quotas  or  limits,  although  certain 
states  may  have  treated  them  as  such,  in 
various  forms,  in  their  own  regulations 
(e.g.,  California  and  Massachusetts,  for 
bobcats).  Where  agencies  have  given  us 
a  number  it  is  included  here;  qualitative 
objectives  are  indicated  here  by 
abbreviations: 

M= Maintain:  'The  state  intends  to 
maintain  a  harvest  approximately  equal  to 
that  in  the  previous  season  or  to  the  average 
of  that  in  serveal  recent  seasons. 

D= Decrease:  The  state  intends  to  decrease 
harvest. 

I = Increase:  The  state  intends  to  increase 
harvest. 

NS  None  specified:  The  state  has  not 
identified  to  the  ESSA  a  harvest  level 
objective  for  1979-80. 

P= Totally  protected:  There  is  no  open 
season  for  1979-80.  The  species  may  be 
included  in  a  state  list  of  endangered  wildlife, 
or  there  may  be  a  temporary  moratorium. 

X=Not  present:  The  species  may  never 
have  occurred  there,  or  may  have  been 
extirpated  in  historical  times. 

Reported  harvest,  1978-1979 

The  state's  reported  harvest  for  the 
1978-1979  trapping  season.  In  certain 
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cases  (see  abbreviations  below),  more 
than  one  reporting  system  was  used, 
and  the  differing  reports  are  given  with 
appropriate  designations.  Problems  of 
comparing  harvest  reports  made  by 
different  systems  are  discussed  in  the 
March  16, 1978,  notice  (43  FR 11081): 

TR= Trapper  report:  Mandatory  report  by 
trapper  of  each  kiU.  In  most  cases,  this 
includes  tagging  of  the  pelt  by  a  state  official. 
This  is  generally  considered  the  most  reliable 
measure  of  harvest. 

HR  =  Hunter  report:  Mandatory  report  by 
hunter  (as  for  trapper). 

DR  =  Dealer  report:  Mandatory  report  by 
fur  dealers  in  state  of  all  furs  bought  and 
sold.  Such  reports  may  be  misleading  when 
no  distinction  is  made  for  skins  originating  in 
one  state  and  sold  in  another.  Multiple  sales 
of  the  same  pelt  can  also  reduce  accuracy  of 
this  method. 

TS  =  Trapper  survey:  HS  =  Hunter  survey: 
DS  =  Dealer  survey:  Voluntary  survey  or 
reports  from  a  sample  of  trappers,  hunters,  or 
fur  dealers.  Results  of  these  are  commonly 
extrapolated,  with  a  wide  range  of  reliability, 
depending  on  attention  to  statistical 
limitations. 

VT  =  Voluntary  tag:  State  provides  tags, 
but  does  not  require  their  application  to  all 
pelts  taken.  Because  such  tags  are  required 
for  identffication  of  legally  taken  and 
approved  pelts  on  export,  pelts  bearing  such 
tags  apparently  receive  higher  prices, 
producing  an  incentive  for  tagging.  (See  also 
tagging  column.) 

Tagging 

The  Working  Group  recommended 
that  all  pelts  “be  registered  and 
marked.”  The  ESSA  and  the  MA  have 
required  as  a  condition  of  export  that  all 
pelts  be  clearly  identified  as  to  state  of 
origin  and  season  of  taking.  These 
recommendations  and  conditions  have 
generally  been  met  through  the 
application  of  state-supplied  tags  to 
pelts.  State  requirements  and 
mechanisms  for  tagging  vary  widely 
and,  as  described  above,  may  have 
effects  on  the  state’s  own  ability  to 
gather  data,  on  programs  in  nearby 
states,  as  well  as  on  the  degree  to  which 
tags  may  identify  legally  taken  hides 
from  the  indicated  states. 

Abbreviations,  as  follows,  are  used  to 


summarize  the  states’  tagging  programs. 
Dates  following  an  abbreviation 
indicate,  where  known,  the  first  year 
that  program  was  applied: 

MTA  =  Mandatory  tag,  applied  by  agent: 

All  animals  of  that  species  taken  or 
possessed  must  be  tagged:  a  state  agent 
applies  the  tag. 

MSA  =  Mandatory  tag  for  sale  or  transport 
of  pelt,  applied  by  agent:  Only  pelts  to  be 
sold  or  to  enter  interstate  commerce  must  be 
tagged:  a  state  agent  applies  tag.  In  some 
cases,  there  may  be  a  substantial  kill  not 
falling  in  these  categories  which  is  not 
included  in  such  tagging. 

VTA  =  Voluntary  tag,  applied  by  agent: 
Tags  are  applied  by  state  agents,  but  are  not 
required  by  the  state  for  any  particular 
category  of  pelt. 

MTT  =  Mandatory  tag  for  taking  or 
possession,  but  issued  to  trapper,  hunter,  or 
dealer 

MST  =:  Mandatory  tag  for  taking  or  for  sale 
or  transport  but  issued  to  trapper,  hunter  or 
dealer, 

VTT  =  Voluntary  tag,  issued  to  trapper, 
hunter,  or  dealer  these  cases  the  state  may 
have  less  control  over  which  pelts  are 
actually  tagged. 

Local  Data  and  Management 

The  Working  Group  recommended 
that  there  be  “information  on 
distribution  o^harvest;”  In  addition,  the 
ESSA  is  required  to  consider  in  its 
finding  the  “species  throughout  its  range 
*  *  and  the  CITES  defines  species  to 
include  subspecies  and  populations.  Not 
all  situations  may  require  data  on 
management  more  detailed  than  on  a 
statewide  level,  especially  in  small 
states  with  little  diversity  in  natural 
habitat.  On  the  other  hand,  large  states, 
especially  those  with  considerable 
variety  of  habitat  and  uneven 
distribution  of  harvest  effort,  may  find  it 
essential  to  gather  data  in  local  units 
and  to  have  different  regulations  for 
different  parts  of  the  state.  These  are 
indicated  by  the  abbreviations  below: 

LH  =  Local  harvest  data:  Harvest  data  is 
available  by  county  or  game  management 
unit. 

LR= Local  research:  Intensive  research 
projects  are  being  carried  out  in  two  or  more 
diverse  sites  within  the  state,  providing  data 

Bobcat 


which  may  be  useful  in  differential 
management  of  local  populations. 

LS= Local  surveys:  Qualitative  siuveys  of 
abundance  have  been  carried  out  which 
suggest  abundance  by  county  or  game 
management  imit. 

LM= Local  management:  Regulations  or 
other  measures  which  may  affect  local 
abundance  or  harvest  are  set  differently  for 
different  areas  within  the  state. 

Recent  Management  Changes  and  Other 
Comments 

Continued  improvement  in 
management  regimes  and  research 
programs  can  have  an  important  bearing 
on  whether  the  ESSA  can  find  that 
export  will  not  be  detrimental. 

Findings  and  Conditions  Under  Article 
II  2(a)  for  the  1979-80  Season 

The  ESSA’s  findings  under  ^icle  II 
2(a)  for  pelts  harvested  during  the 
coming  fur  season  are  given  here.  The 
ESSA  is  also  making  a  separate  finding 
under  Article  II  2(b)  for  export  of 
bobcat,  lynx  and  river  otter  pelts. 

In  addition,  as  described  above,  the 
Management  Authority  must  have  made 
a  positive  finding  concerning  the 
adequacy  of  the  state’s  tagging  system 
as  a  means  of  identifying  the  state  of 
origin  and  season  of  taking  and  whether 
the  pelt  is  legally  taken. 

A = Approved:  The  ESSA  finds  that  export 
of  specimens  of  this  species  will  not  be 
detrimental  to  its  survival.  The  ESSA 
considers  that  expected  harvest  under  the 
state's  planned  management  regime  will  not 
be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the  species 
in  that  state.  As  a  condition  to  this  finding,  all 
pelts  must  be  clearly  identified  as  to  state  of 
origin  and  season  of  taking.  The  purpose  of 
this  condition  is  to  provide  a  record  of  the 
harvest  and  to  facilitate  research  efforts. 

Q:  ### =Quota:  Exports  fit>m  this  state 
are  approved  for  pelts  taken  during  the  1979- 
1980  season,  on  the  condition  that  exports  are 
limited  to  the  specified  quota,  and  pelts  are 
clearly  identified  to  state  and  season. 

NEA=No  export  approved:  Explanation 
given  in  “comments”  for  the  state. 

P= Protected,  or  X=Not  present:  no  export 
approved:  As  in  harvest  objective  column.  A 
finding  in  favor  of  export  for  the  1979-1980 
season  would  be  inconsistent  with  current 
state  conditions. 


State 

Harvest  objects  js, 
1979-80 

Reported  tuwest 
1978-79 

Tagging 

.Local 

data 

Findings  and 

No. 

How 

reponed 

man-  Recent  changes  and  comments 

age- 

ment 

under  article  II  2(a) 
fori 979-80 

Mississippi . . 

.  M . . . 

4,410 

4,869 

DR 

VT 

VTA78 

LS  79-‘80:  Trapping  season  reduced  by  23  days,  licenses  to  be  re¬ 
quired  for  ali  persons  selling  pelts.  Extensive  scent  post  survey  es¬ 
tablished  throughout  state,  to  be  combined  with  3  intensive  local 
surveys.  Age  structure  and  reproductive  data  to  be  analyzed. 

A 

-  4,000  max . 

3,142 

2,673 

TS 

DS 

MST78 

MSA79 

LH,  LS  '79-‘80:  Taking  only  allowed  by  trappers.  Season  reduced  by  18  days 
in  most  of  state.  Improved  proceidures  for  lagging  ad  accounting  of 
tag  applied.  Baseline  data  on  harvest  per  unit  effort  available  by 
county.  Considerable  research  planned. 

A 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  44,  No.  188  /  Wednesday,  September  26. 1979  /  Rules  and  Regulations  55545 


BobcM 


R«po(ted  haivMl.  Local 

1978-79  (Ma 

Stala  Hafvast  objectivaa.  -  Tagging  and 

1979-80  No.  How  man- 

mpofiad  aga- 

mom 


Racam  cbangaa  and  commania 


Findinga  and 
conditiona 
undar  ailicia  II  2(al 
fori979-e0 


North  Carolna _ 

_  850..™ . . 

861 

OR 

VnT79 

Extonsivo  rMoarch  plannod.  Now  tagging  syotom  roqukoo  atrid  ac- 
couning  ol  poitt  to  bo  taggod  bofofo  iaouanco  ol  toga,  and  no  taga 
may  bo  uood  on  oul-o(-oiato  poNa. 

A 

North  Oikola _ 

“*“**  ^ . 

49 

VT 

VTA'78 

MTA'79 

LH 

‘79-'80;  Tagging  to  bo  dono  by  agenL  carcaaa  to  bo  roquhod  for  tog. 

Ago  atructuro  anolyaia  continuing.  UtUo  ehango  aoen  in  haivoat 

A 

Olfohoma - 

-  3^50-4.745  tnw _ 

2,903 

2,902 

DR 

TR 

ISTT78 

M8A'79 

LKLS 

78-'79:  OaHy  Ifoitt  of  2.  aaaaon  limit  of  S  '79-'80;  Taga  to  bo  ra- 
placod  with  agont-appMod  toga,  improvod  doalor  raporting  ayatam 
(paat  haivoata  undoroatimatad  by  poor  roportingl.  Scant  atotion 
rooorda  indicato  atoblo  to  increa^  popuMtoa  Conaidarabla  ro- 
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ESSA  Findings  Under  Article  112(b) 

The  ESSA  finds  that  export  of 
specimens  of  bobcat  and  lynx  will  not 
be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  other 
species  of  felids  protected  by  the  CITES. 

The  ESSA  finds  that  export  of 
specimens  of  river  otter  will  not  be 

detrimental  to  the  survival  of  other _ 

species  of  otters  protected  by  the  CITES. 

The  ESSA  finds  that  export  of 
specimens  of  Alaskan  brown  bear  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of 
other  populations  of  this  species. 

The  E^A  finds  that  export  of 
specimens  of  Alaskan  gray  wolf  will  not 
be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  other 
populations  of  this  species. 

Conditions:  The  ESSA  establishes  the 
following  conditions  for  these  findings: 

1.  Bobcat,  lynx,  and  river  otter  pelts 
may  only  be  exported  if  taken  in  states 
approved  under  Article  n  2(a),  subject  to 
the  conditions  described  imder  those 
findings,  and  must  be  tagged  according 
to  standards  and  conditions  established 
by  the  MA.  The  July  12  proposal  gave 
details  on  the  MA’s  1978-79  standards 
and  conditions  for  tagging  systems, 
which  will  not  be  repeated  here.  Further 
information  on  MA  findings  is  included 


in  the  memo  quoted  above  in  the 
discussion  of  ESSA  findings  under 
Article  II  2(a). 

2.  Specimens  of  brown  bear  and  gray 
wolf  may  only  be  exported  if  legally 
taken  in  the  State  of  Alaska  and  must  be 
tagged  according  to  the  regulations  of 
that  state. 

General  Discussion 

As  we  have  discussed  previously,  the 
major  issues  under  the  finding  relative 
to  Article  n  2(b)  involve  identification 
and  possible  stimulation  of  trade  in 
similar  species  and  populations. 

The  ESSA  must  depend  upon  effective 
enforcement  of  the  CITES.  To  the  degree 
that  the  ESSA  can  place  confidence  in 
the  system  provided  for  controlling 
trade,  we  can  be  correspondingly 
satisfied  that  existing  procedures  are 
adequate  to  ensure  that  specimens  of 
one  species  will  not  be  confused, 
intentionally  or  unintentionally,  with 
specimens  of  other  species.  ^ 

Tagging  of  pelts  helps  provide 
assurance  that  specimens  will  be 
identified  properly.  Without  tags,  pelts 
would  only  be  identified  by  paper 
documentation  accompanying  entire 
shipments.  For  such  shipments,  there 


would  be  many  opportunities  for 
confusing  the  identity  of  individual 
specimens.  Tagging  is  particularly 
important  because  certain  populations 
of  these  species  are  protected  or  may  be 
threatened,  and  we  know  of  no 
unequivocal  way  to  distinguish  between 
at  least  some  specimens  of  these  species 
taken  fit>m  different  parts  of  their 
distributions. 

As  most  states  already  tag  harvested 
pelts  of  these  species,  this  condition  will 
not  result  in  significant  additional 
burdens  to  state  game  agencies  nor  to 
the  industry  beyond  that  required  for  the 
conditions  placed  on  the  finding  under 
Article  II  2(a)  and  by  the  MA.  For  these 
reasons,  and  because  tagging  is  useful 
as  a  vehicle  for  facilitating  research,  we 
believe  this  condition  is  very 
appropriate. 

The  April  30  notice  discussed  a 
possible  condition  requiring  maiking  on 
the  reverse  side  of  exported  hides  in 
addition  to  the  tagging  requirement. 
Although  applying  this  condition  to  one 
or  more  species  might  significantly 
reduce  problems  of  identification,  it  was 
the  jud^ent  of  the  ESSA  that  available 
information  concerning  possible  abuse 
of  the  trade  in  these  species  is 
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insufficient  to  warrant  such  a  condition, 
and  it  was  not  proposed  (see  44  FR 
40854,  July  12, 1979). 

In  the  July  12  Federal  Register  notice, 
the  ESSA  proposed  four  possible 
alternative  conditions  concerning  either 
(a)  no  restriction  as  to  which  countries 
may  receive  exported  pelts  or  export 
only  to:  (b)  countries  which  are  Parties 
to  the  CITES  and  which  have  not  taken 
reservations  for  the  species  in  trade  or 
for  species  which  that  species  was 
included  in  the  appendices  to  protect,  (c) 
countries  whose  wildlife  trade  and 
wildlife  trade  regulation  have  been 
reviewed  by  the  ESSA  and  found  to 
provide  assurances  that  contributing  the 
U.S.  pelts  to  their  trade  will  not  be 
detrimental  to  other  species  included  in 
the  appendices,  or  (d)  coimtries  which 
meet  either  condition  (b)  or  (c)  above. 

Of  these  possible  alternatives,  the 
ESSA  finds  that  other  controls,  as  well 
as  the  nature  of  the  trade  in  these 
species,  make  it  unnecessary  at  this  time 
to  restrict  the  countries  to  which  pelts 
may  be  exported.  In  the  July  12, 
proposal,  we  pointed  out  that  such 
limitations  in  trade  were  originally 
proposed  for  export  of  American 
alligator  (44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979). 
However,  we  see  considerable 
difference  between  the  crocodilians  and 
these  furbearers.  A  substantial 
proportion  of  the  trade  in  other 
crocodilians,  including  several  on 
Appendix  I,  is  known  to  involve 
countries  which  either  are  not  parties  to 
CITES  or  which  have  taken  specific 
reservations  to  Appendix  I  crocodilians. 
Trade  in  some  crocodilian  species  is 
known  to  have  been  detrimental  to  their 
survival,  and  such  trade  still  occurs  in 
volume  for  several  endangered 
crocodilian  species.  In  addition,  the 
potential  for  confusing  crocodilian 
products  is  great,  particularly  where 
small  pieces  are  involved.  As  was 
discussed  in  detail  in  the  July  12 
proposal,  most  of  the  trade  in  these  five 
furbearers  from  the  U.S.  is  already  with 
CITES  Parties,  and  none  of  the  major 
importing  Party  countries  have  taken 
reservations  for  these  or  related  species. 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  records 
for  1978  indicate  that  for  bobcat,  lynx, 
and  river  otter,  85%  went  to  CITES 
countries,  8%  to  unidentified  countries, 
and  only  7%  were  known  to  have  gone 
to  non-CITES  parties.  All  known  exports 
of  brown  bear  and  gray  wolf  went  to 
CITES  Parties. 

Thus,  in  general  a  restriction  of  trade 
in  these  species  to  CITES  Parties  would 
have  litte  effect,  because  the  majority  of 
U.S.  trade  is  already  with  those 
countries.  The  small  U.S.  trade  with 
non-CITES  Parties  is  distributed  among 


seven  different  coimtries,  further 
diluting  any  potential  effect  on  trade  by 
individual  countries  or  companies.  As 
noted  above,  we  must  give  some  weight 
to  the  provisions  of  the  CITES  as  being 
implemented  and  enforced  by  the  Party 
coimtries.  The  1978  Annaul  Report  of  the 
Secretariat  for  the  CITES  includes  an 
analysis  of  the  International  Trade  in 
Felidae  1977  (CITES  Doc.  2.6,  Annex  2). 
which  is  based  on  reports  from  the 
CITES  Parties  and  on  customs  statistics 
for  1977.  Although  that  report  identifies 
problems  in  data  collection,  as  might  be 
expected  in  what  was  only  the  first  or 
second  year  of  enforcement  of  CITES  for 
most  of  the  countries,  the  volume  of 
Appendix  I  cat  skins  in  trade  is 
insigniHcant  for  those  countries,  which 
adds  weight  to  a  reliance  on  CITES 
controls.  Because  many  of  the  non- 
CITES  countries  trading  in  these  species 
were  also  recorded  in  this  report,  and 
few  Appendix  I  species  are  involved 
there  also,  it  would  appear  that  even 
these  conditions  are  improving,  and  that 
opportunities  for  look-alike  confusion  in 
trade  may  be  decreasing. 

Regarding  the  question  of  stimulation 
of  trade,  comments  by  the  states  of 
Florida  and  Louisiana  s  iggest  that  the 
availability  of  relatively  plentiful 
species  may  prevent  switching  by  the 
trade  to  more  endangered  species.  Some 
weight  may  be  given  this  argument  by 
the  generally  acknowledged  observation 
that  the  increasing  demand  for  bobcat 
resulted  to  some  degree  from  trade  bans 
on  many  threatened  populations  of 
tropical  spotted  cats,  although  the 
CITES  Secretariat  report  does  report  a 
large  trade  yet  in  Appendix  II  ocelot  and 
margay  from  South  America. 

Discussions  of  world  trade  in  the 
present  species  are  included  in  the  July 
12  proposal  and  will  not  be  repeated 
here  except  in  summary. 

Bobcat  and  Lynx.  These  two  species 
are  similar  to  each  other,  but  dissimilar 
to  most  other  cat  species  in  trade,  and 
thus  unlikely  to  be  confused  with 
species  other  than  the  European  lynx, 
which  is  generally  well  protected  and 
reported  as  increasing  in  many  localities 
(M.  Femex,  1979.  Reintroducing  the  lynx. 
Council  of  Europe,  Environment 
Features  79-1).  In  addition,  most  of  our 
trade  is  with  CITES  Parties,  and  there  is 
also  considerable  trade  in  lynx  from 
Canada  and  possibly  the  Soviet  Union. 
Thus  we  Hnd  it  unnecessary  to  restrict 
trade  in  these  species  to  certain 
countries. 

River  Otter.  Although  this  species  is 
especially  difficult  to  distinguish  from 
other  otters,  the  tagging  systems  for 
otters  in  the  U.S.  have  been  established 
longer  than  those  for  bobcat  and  lynx, 
and  their  reliability  is  somewhat  higher. 


The  requirement  of  tags  on  pelts 
exported  from  the  U.S.  can  provide  aid 
to  other  countries  in  identifying 
legitimate  pelts  of  U.S.  Lutra 
canadensis.  Again,  the  great  bulk  of  U.S. 
exports  go  to  CITES  Parties,  providing 
further  assurance  that  documentation 
will  be  required  and  examined.  We  are 
aware  of  past  trade  data  concerning 
other  otter  species  exported  from  South 
America  (N.  DuPlaix,  ed.  1978.  Otters. 
lUCN  Publ.  New  Series),  but  there  is  no 
indication  that  confusion  with  L. 
canadensis  played  a  role  in  that  trade. 
Thus  we  find  it  unnecessary  to  restrict 
trade  in  river  otters  to  certain  countries. 

Brown  Bear  from  Alaska.  All  known 
trade  in  these  specimens  from  the  U.S. 
consists  of  well-documented  trophies 
being  shipped  to  individual  hunters  in 
CITES  Parties,  and  we  can  find  little 
evidence  of  extensive  conunercial  trade 
in  this  species.  Thus  we  find  it 
unnecessary  to  restrict  trade  in  brown 
bears  from  Alaska  to  certain  countries. 

Gray  Wolf  from  Alaska.  Alaska 
requires  close  accounting  of  all  pelts 
taken  and  shipped,  and  in  addition  the 
U.S.  fractional  contribution  of  wolves  to 
combined  worldwide  trade  in  wolf  and 
coyote  pelts  can  hardly  be  measured. 
Thus  we  find  it  unnecessary  to  restrict 
trade  in  gray  wolf  from  Alaska  to 
certain  countries. 

Regulations  Promulgation 

PART  810— EXPORT  OF  APPENDIX  II 
SPECIES 

Accordingly,  Part  810,  Chapter  VIII. 
Title  50  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  hereby  amended.  The 
current  unlettered  “Annex”  to  Part  810 
is  deleted.  New  Annexes  C,  D,  E,  F,  and 
G  are  added  and  read  as  follows 
(findings  prior  to  1979-80  are  adopted 
from  previous  determinations): 

Annex  C — Bobcat  (lynx  rufus) 

States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season's  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
species. 

1977-78  Harvest:  Alabama  (Quota  4,000), 
Arizona  (Q  8,000),  Arkansas  (Q  3,000), 
California  (Q  6,000),  Colorado  (Q  4,000), 
Florida  (Q  3,500),  Georgia  (Q  4,000),  Idaho  (Q 
1,475),  Louisiana  (Q  4,000),  Maine  (Q  500), 
Massachusetts  (Q  50),  Michigan  (Q  350), 
Minnesota  (Q 150),  Mississippi  (Q  4,000), 
Montana  (Q  1,070),  Nebraska  (Q  400),  Nevada 
(Q  2,225),  New  Mexico  (Q  6,000),  New  York 
(Q  225),  North  Carolina  (Q  800),  North  Dakota 
(Q 165),  Oregon  (Q  3,000),  SouA  Dakota  (Q 
500),  Tennessee  (Q  1,000),  Texas  (Q  10,000), 
Vermont  (Q  200),  Virginia  (Q  1,500), 
Washington  (Q  6,000),  West  Virginia  (Q  500), 
Wisconsin  (Q  300),  Wyoming  (Q  2,000), 
Navajo  Nation  (Q  500). 
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For  further  information:  See  42  FR  43729, 
August  30, 1977: 43  FR  11081,  March  16, 1978: 
and  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 1978. 

1978- 79  Harvest:  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Miimesota, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 

New  Mexico  (Q  6,000),  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington,  West 
Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming  (Q  2,000),  and 
the  Navajo  Nation. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking. 

For  further  information:  See  43  FR  11096, 
March  16, 1978: 43  FR  13913,  April  3, 1978: 43 
FR  15097,  April  10, 1978: 43  FR  29469,  July  7, 
1978;  43  FR  35013,  August  7, 1978;  43  FR  36293, 
August  16, 1978;  and  43  FR  39305,  September 

1, 1978. 

States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season's  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
species  and  to  the  survival  of  similar  felid 
species  included  in  the  CITES  appendices. 

1979- 80  Harvest:  Alabama,  Aiizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 

New  Mexico  (Q:  6,000),  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  Navajo 
Nation. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
standards  and  conditions  established  by  the 
MA. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31563,  May  31, 1979:  44 
FR  40842,  luly  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 
September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  [insert  page  and 
date  of  present  FR  notice). 

Annex  D— River  Otter  {Lutra  canadensis) 
States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
species. 

1977- 78  Harvest:  Alabama  (Quota  1,500), 
Alaska  (open),  Arkansas  (Q  400),  Connecticut 
(Q 100),  Delaware  (Q  60),  Flordia  (Q  6,000), 
Georgia  (Q  4,000),  Louisiana  (Q  7,500),  Maine 
(Q  600),  Maryland  (Q 165),  Massachusetts  (Q 
68),  Michigan  (Q  810),  Minnesota  (Q  700), 
Mississippi  (Q  350),  Montana  (Q  36),  New 
Hampshire  (Q  200),  New  York  (Q  700),  North 
Carolina  (Q  1,200),  Oregon  (Q  335),  Rhode 
Island  (Q 15),  South  Carolina  (Q  650), 
Vermont  (Q  50),  Virginia  (Q  585),  Washington 
(Q  770),  Wisconsin  (Q  1,200). 

For  ^rther  information:  ^e  42  FR  43729, 
August  30, 1977;  43  FR  11081,  March  16, 1978; 
and  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 1978. 

1978- 79  Harvest:  Alabama,  Alaska, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  ' 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Miimesota, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  New  Hampshire,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island, 


South  Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia, 

Washington,  Wisconsin. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking. 

For  further  information:  See  43  FR  11096, 
March  16, 1978;  43  FR  13913,  April  3, 1978;  43 
FR  15097,  April  10, 1978;  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 
1978;  43  FR  35013,  August  7, 1978;  43  FR  36293, 
August  16, 1978;  and  43  FR  39305,  September 

1, 1978. 

States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
species  and  to  the  survival  of  similar  otter 
species  included  in  the  CITES  appendices. 

1979-80  Harvest:  Alabama,  Alaska, 
Arkansas,  Connecticut  Delaware,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Montana,  New  Hampshire,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Oregon,  South 
Carolina,  Vermont  Virginia,  Washington, 
Wisconsin. 

Conditions  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be 
clearly  identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and 
season  of  taking,  including  tagging  according 
to  standards  and  conditions  established  by 
theMA. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 

September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  [insert  page  and 
date  of  present  FR  noticej. 

Annex  E— Lynx  (Lynx  canadensis) 

States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
species. 

1977- 78  Harvest:  Alaska  (open),  Idaho 
(Quota  25),  Minnesota  (Q  25),  Montana  (Q 
200),  Washington  (Q  35). 

For  further  information:  See  42  FR  43729, 
August  30, 1977;  43  FR  11081,  March  16, 1978; 
and  43  FR  29469,  July  7. 1978. 

1978- 79  Harvest-  Alaska,  Idaho,  Minnesota, 
Montana,  Washington. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  season  of 
taking.  \ 

For  further  information:  See  43  FR  11096, 
March  16, 1976;  43  FR  13913,  April  3, 1978: 43 
FR  15097,  April  10, 1978;  43  FR  29469,  July  7, 
1978;  43  FR  35013,  August  7, 1978;  43  FR  36293, 
August  16, 1978,  and  43  FR  39305,  September 

1, 1978. 

States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  the 
species  and  to  the  survival  of  similar  felid 
species  included  in  the  CITES  appendices. 

1979- 80  Harvest:  Alaska,  Idaho,  Minnesota, 
Montana,  Washington. 

Candition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  clearly 
identified  as  to  state  of  origin  and  state  of 
taking,  including  tagging  according  to 
standards  and  conditions  established  by  the 
MA. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 
September  7. 1979;  and  44  FR  [insert  page  and 
date  of  present  FR  notice). 


Annex  F— Gray  wolf  (Canis  lupus) 

State  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  Alaskan 
gray  wolf. 

1977- 78  Harvest:  Alaska. 

Candition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  die  state  of  Alaska. 

1978- 79  Harvest  Alaska. 

Conditian  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

State  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that  , 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  other 
wolf  populations. 

1979- 80  Harvest  Alaska. 

Conditian  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  ^e  state  of  Alaska. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40842,  July  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 

September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  [insert  page  and 
date  of  present  FR  noticej. 

Annex  G — Brown  bear  (Ursus  arctos) 

States  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  Alaskan 
brown  bear. 

1977- 78Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

1978- 79  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  the  state  of  Alaska. 

State  for  which  the  ESSA  has  found  that 
export  of  the  indicated  season’s  harvest  will 
not  be  detrimental  to  the  survival  of  other 
brown  bear  populations. 

1979- 80  Harvest  Alaska. 

Condition  on  findings:  Pelts  must  be  tagged 
as  required  by  ^e  state  of  Alaska. 

For  further  information:  See  44  FR  25383, 
April  30, 1979;  44  FR  31583,  May  31, 1979;  44 
FR  40642,  July  12, 1979;  44  FR  52289, 
September  7, 1979;  and  44  FR  [insert  page  and 
date  of  present  FR  notice). 

Publication  of  these  final  findings  has 
been  approved  by  the  members  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Scientific 
Authority. 

Dated:  September  20, 1979. 

William  Y.  Brown, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-29787  Piled  9-25-79;  8:45  am) 
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41 4.. ...................................  55400 

416 . 55400 

425 . 55401 

774 .  54284 

41  CFR 

Ch.  101 . 53161 

1-4 . 52208 

3-26 .  55006 

101-43 . 55376 

101-46 . 55376 

101-49 . 53749 

105-65 . 51593 

Proposed  Rules: 

60-4 . 52283 

42  CFR 

51b . 55378 

Proposed  Rules: 

431 . 55314,  55316 

43  CFR 

17.. .. . 54299 

2800 .  55380 


3300 .  55380 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5680 .  52686,  54299 

5681.. ... . 52835 

5682 .  52685 

5686. . 53084 

Proposed  Rules: 

429 .  52699 

2660 .  54254 

44  CFR 

64  _  51594,  54482,  55006, 

55007  - 

65  _  52835,  53163,  55011 

67  . . 51596,  51598 

45  CFR 

177.. .. . 53866 

1061 _ _ 51780,  52689 

1076. . 55012 

1624 . 55175 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.'XX . 54166 

91 . 55108,  55119 

205 .  55314,  55318 

46  CFR 

162  .  53352 

293 . 52837 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  II . 54166 

Ch.  IV . 53547 

160 . 53184 

163  .  53184 

254 .  52002 

283 .  54734 

401  . 52010 

402  .  52010 

47  CFR 

1 . 55380 

73 . 53166,  53509-53512, 

54483 

81 . 55380 

83 . 54057,  55380 

Proposed  Rules: 

31 . 53548 

33 . 53548 

42  . 53548 

43  .  53548 

68  .  54511 

73 . 53185,  53549-53552, 

55401 

90 .  53553,  54734 

49  CFR 

571 . 51603,  53166 

1033 .  51607,  53753.  54058. 

55013 

1043 .  53513 

1045A. . 53513 

1056 .  53167 

1280 .  54484 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  X . 51830 

192 .  53185 

195 . 53185,  53187 

213 . 52104 

571 . 51623 

666 .  54513 

1063 .  53092 

1104A . 53190 

1125 .  54324 

1243 .  55218 
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1249 . 55218 

50CFR 

1  . 54058 

2  .  54058 

13 .  54002 

17 . 51980.  54002.  54059. 

54922 

32 . 51982.  51984,  51985, 


52209-52213, 52689, 53084, 
53167-53173,  54062,  54485- 
54488,  55014, 55015, 55180, 


55181 

33 .  53173,  54299,  54300 

280 .  51608 

285 . 51801 

530 . 52837 

540 . 55381 

611 . 51801,  52214,  54064, 

54065,  54300 

651 . 53174 

654 .  53519 

672 . 51801,  52214,  54064, 

54065 

674 . 51988,  53085 

810 . 55540 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  II . 54166 

Ch.  VI . 54166,  55401 

17 . 53422,  54011,  54653 

32  .  52011 

33  . 52011 

611 . 52284,  53094,  53191, 

54072 

650  . 52852 

651  . 53259 

656 .  53191 

672 . 52284 

810 . 52289 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  WEEK 


The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  aH 
documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week 
(Monday/Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 

This  is  a  voluntary  program. 
FR  32914,  August  6,  1976.) 

(See  OFR  NOTICE 

Monday 

Tuesday 

Wadnearlay 

Thursday 

Prtdsy 

DOT/SECRETARY* 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY* 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

* 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/FSQS  • 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FRA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FRA 

USOA/REA 

DOT/NHTSA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/NHTSA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/RSPA 

LABOR 

DOT/RSPA 

LABOR 

DOT/SLSDC 

HEW/FDA 

DOT/SLSDC 

HEW/FDA 

DOT/UMTA 

DOT/UMTA 

CSA 

CSA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  *NOTE:  As  of  July  2,  1979,  aH  agencies  In 

a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  the  Department  of  Tranapc^tlon,  wiH  publish 

published  the  next  wodr  day  following  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator.  Office  of  on  the  Monday/Thursday  schadule. 

holiday  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and 

,  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration, 

Washington,  D.C.  20408 


REMINDERS 


The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal 
Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not 
include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication. 

Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Community  Planning 
and  Development — 

46836  8-9-79  /  Community  development  block  grants; 

households  who  could  reasonably  be  expected  to  reside; 
interim  rule 

50248  8-27-79  /  Community  Development  Block  Grants; 

technical  provisions 
(Corrected  at  44  FR  54294,  9-19-79J 
47512  8-13-79  /  Section  312  Rehabilitation  Loan  Program;  interim 

rule 

Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — 

46835  8-9-79  /  Mutual  mortgage  insurance  and  improvement 

loans;  dollar  limitation  increase  for  solar  energy  systems 
'Office  of  the  Secretary — 

30946  5-29-79  /  Uniform  relocation  assistance  and  real  property 

acquisition 

47508  6-13-79  /  Uniform  relocation  assistance  and  real  property 

acquisition 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

50314  8-27-79  /  Standards  for  Lithium  Sulfur  Dioxide  batteries 

Next  Week’s  Deadlines  for  Comments  On  Proposed  Rules 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

54302  9-19-79  /  Handling  of  cranberries;  allocation  of  base 
quantity  to  producers  from  established  reserve;  comments 
by  10-4-79 

54303  9-19-79  /  Milk  in  Indiana  area;  changes  in  order 
provisions;  comments  by  10-4-79 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service — 

49695  8-24-79  /  Foreign  quarantine  notices  for  nursery  stock 

plants  and  seeds;  comments  by  10-1-79 

48230  8-17-79  /  Hawaiian  and  territorial  quarantine  notice;  fruits 

and  vegetables;  comments  by  10-1-79 

45631  8-3-79  /  Importation  of  male  horses  from  countries 

affected  with  contagious  equine  metritis;  comments  by 
10-2-79 

45634  8-3-79  /  Revision  of  erysipelothrix  rhusiopathiae  bacteria 

potency  test;  comments  by  10-2-79 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation— 

44657  7-31-79  /  Proposed  combined  crop  insurance  regulations; 

comments  by  10-1-79 

44861  7-31-79  /  Proposed  sunflower  crop  insurance  regulations; 

comments  by  10-1-79 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service — 

54076  9-18-79  /  National  School  Lunch  and  School  Breakfast 

Programs;'comments  by  10-6-79 

49694  8-24-79  /  National  School  Lunch  Program  and  school 

breakfast  program;  foods  in  competition;  comments  period 
extended  from  9-6-79  to  10-6-79 

[Originally  published  at  44  FR  40004,  7-6-79] 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service — 

44874  7-31-79  /  Use  of  enzyme  threatened  substances  as  binders 

and  extenders;  comments  by  10-1-79 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

45637  8-3-79  /  Implementation  of  National  Environmental  Policy 

Act  of  1969;  comments  by  10-2-79 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING  COMMISSION 

51225  8-31-79  /  Petitions  for  confidential  treatment;  comments 

by  10-1-79 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

38994  7-3-79  /  Commercially  generated  radioactive  waste; 

comments  by  10-4-79 
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34468 

45958 

50605 

53178 

45900 

45970 

51924 

44904 

44908 

44912 

45218 

54069 

47962 
48287 
44192 
39550 
3663 

30135 

49704 

48299 

47963 

47964 
44574 

44194 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration — 

6- 15-79  /  Amendments  to  extend  current  provisions  of 
entitlements  program  relating  to  residual  fuel  oil; 
comments  by  10-1-79 

8-6-79  /  Minimum  criteria  for  required  program  measures 
for  State  energy  conservation  plans;  notice  of  inquiry; 
comments  by  10-5-79 

8- 29-79  /  Phased  Deregulation  at  upper  tier  crude  oil; 
comments  by  10-5-79 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

9- 13-79  /  Floodplain  management  and  protection  of 
wetlands;  comments  extended  to  10-1-79 

(Originally  published  at  44  FR  49466,  50052,  Aug.  23  and 
Aug.  27, 1979) 

Leasing  Policy  Development  Office — 

8-3-79  /  Leasing;  acquisition  and  disposition  of  Federal 
royalty  oil;  comments  by  10-5-79 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

8- 6-79  /  Air  quality  control  regions,  criteria  and  control 
techniques,  attainment  status  designation;  comments  by 

10- 5-79 

9- 5-79  /  Air  quality  inplementation  plans;  requirements 
for  preparation,  adoption  and  submittal  and  approval  and 
promulgation  of  State  implementation  plans;  comments  by 

10- 5-79 

7- 31-79  /  Approval  and  promulgation  of  implementation 
plans;  Arkansas  plan  for  nonattainment  areas;  comments 
by  10-1-79 

7-31-79  /  Approval  and  promulgation  of  implementation 
plans;  Louisiana  plan  for  nonattainment  areas;  comments 
by  10-1-79 

7- 31-79  /  Approval  and  promulgation  of  implementation 
plans;  Oklahoma  plan  for  nonattainment  areas;  comments 
by  10-1-79 

8- 1-79  /  Pesticide  use  restrictions;  comments  by  10-1-79 

9- 18-79  /  Requirements  for  preparation,  adoption  and 
submittal  of  implementation  plans;  comments  by  10-5-79 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

8-16-79  /  Enid,  Okla.;  FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of 
assignments;  Comments  by  10-5-79 

8-17-79  /  Fee  refunds  and  future  FCC  fees;  comments  by 

10- 1-79  . 

7-27-79  /  Granbury,  Tex;  changes  in  FM  table  of 
assignments;  reply  comments  by  10-6-79 

7- 6-79  /  Inquiry  concerning  9  khz  channel  spacings  for  AM 
broadcasting;  comments  by  10-1-79 

1-17-79  /  Inquiry  on  technical  improvements  to  television 
receivers  and  certain  transmitter  standards;  reply" 
comments  by  10-1-79 

5- 24-79  /  Land  mobile  radio  systems;  multiple  licensing; 
reply  comments  by  10-5-79 

6- 24-79  /  One-way  radio  paging  in  the  special  emergency 
radio  service;  reply  comments  by  10-1-79 

8- 17-79  /  Operation  of  wireless  inflight  entertainment 
system;  reply  comments  by  10-1-79 

8-16-79  /  Paradise,  Calif.;  FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of 
assignments;  comments  by  10-5-79 

8-16-79  /  Plainview,  Tex;  FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of 
assignments;  comments  by  10-5-79 

7- 30-79  /  Rio  Grande  City  and  Roma-Los  Soenz,  Tex.;  FM 
broadcast  stations;  table  of  assignments;  reply  comments 
by  10-6-79 

7-27-79  /  Riverside  and  Santa  Ana,  Calif,;  changes  in 


television  table  of  assignments;  reply  comments  by 
10-6-79 

39513  7-6-79  /  Second  computer  inquiry;  tentative  decision  and 

further  notice  of  inquiry  and  rule  making;  comments  by 
10-1-79  , 

44193  7-27-79  /  Thomastpn,  Ga.;  changes  in  FM  table  of 

assignments;  reply  comments  by  10-6-79 

44195  7-27-79  /  Tullahoma,  Tenn.;  changes  in  television  table  of 

assignments;  reply  comments  by  10-6-79 

43495  7-25-79  /  Vancouver,  Wash.;  television  broadcast  stations; 

table  of  assignments;  reply  comments  by  10-5-79 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 

51962  9-5-79  /  Contributions  to  and  expenditures  by  delegates; 

comments  by  10-5-79 

FEDERAL  EMERGENCY  MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

45652  8-3-79  /  Criteria  for  land  management  and  use  in  National 

Flood  Insurance  Programs;  comments  by  10-2-79 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

45635  8-3-79  /  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  System;  insurance  of 

accounts;  securing  Eurodollar  deposts;  comments  by 
10-1-79 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

50809  8-30-79  /  Truth-in-lending;  Official  Staff  interpretation; 

comments  by  10-1-79 

FOREIGN  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT  COMMISSION 

49703  8-24-79  /  National  Security  information,  E.0. 12065: 

implemention;  comments  by  9-30-79 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
53161  9-13-79  /  Federal  employee  parking;  comments  by  10-1-79 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE,  DEPARTMENT— 

Education  Office — 

38400  6-29-79  /  Financial  assistance  to  local  and  state  agencies 

to  meet  special  educational  needs;  comments  by  10-1-79 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

45642  8-3-79  /  Allergenic  products;  antigen  E  potency  test; 

comments  by  10-2-79 

45645  8-3-79  /  Diagnostic  X-ray  systems  and  their  major 

components;  amendments  to  performance  standard; 
comments  by  10-2-79 

44884  7-31-79  /  Model  regulations  editorial  revisions;  comments 

by  10-1-79 

40016  7-6-79  /  Prescription  drug  products;  patient  labeling 

requirements:  comments  by  10-4-79 

Human  Development  Services  Office — 

45032  7-31-79  /  Grants  for  State  and  community  programs  on 

aging;  comments  by  10-1-79 

45947  8-6-79  /  University  Affiliated  Facilities  Program; 

comments  by  10-5-79 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

45568  8-2-79  /  Community  Development  Block  Grant  Program: 

environmental  review  procedures;  comments  by  9-30-79 

45416  8-2-79  /  Part-time  career  employment  program;  comments 

by  10-1-79 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Heritage  Conservation  and  Recreation  Service — 

51829  9-5-79  /  Procedures  for  the  identification  and  protection  of 

archeological,  architectural,  historic,  and  scientific 
properties;  comments  by  10-4-79 

[Originally  published  at  44  FR  45417, 8-2-79] 
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Land  Management  Bureau — 

45425  8-2-79  /  Exchanges  of  public  lands  and  interests: 

comments  by  10-1-79 

INTERNATIONAL  COMMUNICATION  AGENCY 

53089  9-12-79  /  Part-time  career  employment  program: 

comments  by  9-30-79 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

51830  9-5-79  /  Legal  assistance  referral  service  for  indigent  or 

partially  indigent  participants  in  legal  proceedings: 
comments  by  10-5-79 

NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION  ADMINISTRATION 

43737  7-26-79  /  Organization  and  operations  of  Federal  credit 

•  unions:  comments  by  10-1t79 

PENNSYLVANIA  AVENUE  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION 

51586  9-4-79  /  Planning  and  design  objectives,  controls,  and 

standards  on  the  western  half  of  Square  457:  comments  by 
10-4-79 

PERSONNEL  MANAGEMENT  OFFICE 

44818  7-31-79  /  Adverse  actions,  interim  regulations:  comments 

by  10-1-79 

26843  5-8-79  /  Ethics  in  Government:  financial  reporting: 

comments  by  9-30-79 

44815  7-31-79  /  Removal,  reinstatement,  and  guaranteed 

placement  in  the  Senior  Executive  Service:  comments  by 
10-1-79 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

49465  8-23-79  /  Designation  of  national  market  system 

securities:  comments  by  9-30-79 

[Originally  published  at  44  FR  36912,  0-22-79] 

47100  8^10-79  /  Investment  advisory  or  underwriting  contracts: 

approval  exemption:  comments  by  10-5-79 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

52010  9-6-79  /  Great  Lakes  pilotage  regulations:  comments  by 

10-5-79 

3444  6-14-79  /  Proposal  for  existing  tank  barges  to  prevent  oil 

pollution:  comments  by  9-30-79 

34440  6-14-79  /  Proposed  design  standards  for  tank  barges  to 

prevent  oil  pollution:  comments  by  9-30-79 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

51610  9-4-79  /  Designation  of  alternate  airways:  comments  by 

10-3-79 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration — 

42233  7-19-79  /  Highway  safety  program:  innovative  project 

grants:  comments  by  10-1-79 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

36071  6-20-79  /  Credibility  of  foreign  taxes:  comments  by 

9- 30-79 

Next  Week’s  Meetings 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

Forest  Service — 

52013  9-6-79  /  Coconino  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 

Board,  Flagstaff,  Ariz.  (open),  10-1-79 

47780  8-15-79  /  Southwestern  Region,  Tonto  National  Forest 

Grazing  Advisory  Board:  Phoenix,  Ariz.  (open),  10-1-79 

Rural  Electrification  Administration — 

51632  9-4-79  /  Environmental  impact  statement,  Panora,  Iowa, 

10- 2-79 


ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 

53592  9-14-79  /  Dance  Advisory  Panel  (closed),  Washington, 

D.C.,  10-5  through  10-8-79 

53592  9-14-79  /  Humanities  Panel  (closed),  Washington,  D.C., 

10-3  through  10-5-79 

52057  9-6-79  /  Humanities  Panel,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 

10-3  and  10-4-79 

52057  9-6-79  /  Humanities  Panel,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 

10-4  and  10-5-79 

53592  9-14-79  /  Humanities  Panel  (closed),  Washington,  D.C., 

10-5  and  10-6-79 

53114  9-12-79  /  Literature  Advisory  Panel,  Washington,  D.C. 

(partially  open),  10-5  and  10-6-79 

53592  9-14-79  /  Media  Arts  Advisory  Panel  (closed),  Los 

Angeles,  Calif.,  10-2  and  10-3-79 

53114  9-12-79  /  Museum  Advisory  Panel,  Washington,  D.C. 

(partially  open),  10-2  and  10-3-79 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

53097  9-12-79  /  Arkansas  Advisory  Committee,  Little  Rock,  Ark., 

(open),  10-6-79 

54326  9-19-79  /  Connecticut  Advisory  Committee,  Hartford, 

Conn,  (open),  10-6-79 

54326  9-19-79  /  Maine  Advisory  Committee,  Augusta,  Me. 

(open),  10-2-79 

51833  9-5-79  /  Maryland  Advisory  Committee,  Ellicott  City,  Md. 
(open),  10-3-79 

53097  9-12-79  /  North  Dakota  Advisory  Conunittee,  Bismark,  N. 

Dak.  (open),  10-5-79  \ 

54081  9-18-79  /  West  Virginia  Advisory  Committee,  Charleston, 
W.  Va.  (open),  10-4-79 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Census  Bureau — 

51834  9-5-79  /  Census  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Black 
Population  for  the  1980  Census,  Suitland  Md.  (open). 
10-2-79 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration — 

54328  9-19-79  /  Gulf  of  Mexico  Fishery  Management  Council, 

Galveston,  Tex.  (open),  10-1  through  10-3-79 

54082  9-18-79  /  North  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council  and 
Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee  and  Advisory  Panel, 
Sitka,  Alaska  (open),  10-2  through  10-5-79 

54749  9-21-79  /  PaciHc  Fishery  Management  Council's 

Groundfish  Advisory  Subpanel,  Portland,  Oreg.  (open). 
10-9-79 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Air  Force  Department — . 

53282  9-13-79  /  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board,  Washington, 

D.C.  (closed),  10-2  and  10-3-79 

46912  8-9-79  /  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board  Electronic 

Systems  Division  Advisory  Group,  Hanscom  Air  Force 
Base,  Mass,  (closed),  10-5-79 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

49009  8-21-79  /  Department  of  Defense  Wage  Gommittee, 

Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  10-2-79 

52016  9-6-79  /  Defense  Science  Board  Advisory  Committee. 
Arlington,  Va.  (closed),  10-4  and  10-5-79 

53769  9-17-79  /  DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron  Devices 

(AGED),  New  York,  N.Y.  (closed),  10-4-79 

52017  9-6-79  /  U.S.  Court  of  Military  Appeals  Nominating 
Commission,  Arlington,  Va.  (closed),  10-3-79 

EMPLOYMENT  POLICY.  NATIONAL  COMMISSION 
54797  9-21-79  /  Meeting,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  10-12-79 
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ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

45985  8-6-79  /  Energy  Extension  Service,  coordination  with 

private  sector,  Washington,  D.C,  (open),  10-2-79 
53288  9-13-79  /  Energy  Extension  Service  National  Advisory 

Board,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  10-3  and  10-4-79 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
54118  9-18-79  /  Science  Advisory  Board,  Economic  Analysis 

Subcommittee,  Boston,  Mass,  (open),  10-5-79 
46686  8-6-79  /  Voluntary  aftermarket  part  self-certification 

program;  proposed  regulations;  Washington,  D.C,,  10-3 
through  10-^5-79 

FEDERAL  PREVAILING  RATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

53570  9-14-79  /  Open  Committee  (open),  Washington,  D.C., 
10-4-79 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
53313  9-13-79  /  Regional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Architectural 

and  Engineering  Services.  Auburn,  Wash,  (open),  10-5-79 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

53571  9-14-79  /  Dental  Devices  Section  of  the  Ophthalmic;  Ear. 
Nose,  Throat;  and  Dental  Devices  Panel  (open), 
Washington,  D.C.,  10-1  and  10-2-79 

53571  9-14-71  /  Ear,  Nose,  and  Throat  Devices  Section  of  the 

Ophthalmic;  Ear,  Nose,  Throat;  and  Dental  Devices  Panel, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  10-3  and  10-4-79 
52336  9-7-79  /  Endocrinologic  and  Metabolic  Drugs  Advisory 

Committee.  Rockville,  Md.  (open),  10-4-79 

52336  9-7-79  /  Science  Advisory  Committee,  Carcinogenesis 
Subcommittee.  Jefferson.  Ark.  (open),  10-4  and  10-5-79 

52337  9-7-79  /  Science  Advisory  Board,  Pathology 
Subcommittee.  Jefferson,  Ark.  (open),  10-5-79 
National  Institute  of  Health — 

50657  8-29-79  /  Annual  NIH  Instrumentation  Symposium, 
Bethesda,  Md..  10-3  through  10-5-79 

50658  8-29-79  /  Board  of  Regents,  Bethesda,  Md.  (partially  open). 
10-4  and  10-5-79 

49310  8-22-79  /  Cardiology  Advisory  Committee,  Bethesda,  Md. 

(open),  10-1  and  10-2-79 

49309  8-22-79  /  National  Arthritis  Advisory  Board,  Arlington, 

Va.  (open),  10-3-79 

(Amended  at  44  FR  53107,  9-12-79] 

53802  9-17-79  /  National  Cancer  Advisory  Board  and 

Subcommittees,  Bethesda.  Md.  (open),  10-2  through 
10-5-79 

52039  9-6-79  /  Pathobiological  Chemistry  Study  Section 

Workshop,  Bethesda,  Md.  (open),  10-2-79 
52038  9-6-79  /  Pulmonary  Diseases  Advisory  Committee, 

Bethesda,  Md.  (open),  10-4-79 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

53580  9-14-79  /  Board  of  Advisors  to  the  Fund  for  the 

Improvement  of  Postsecondary  Education  (open), 
Washington,  D.C.,  10-4  and  10-5-79 
52889  9-11-79  /  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Women  Advisory 

Committee,  Washington,  D.C.,  10-4-79 
Social  Security  Administration — 

54128  9-18-79  /  Social  Security  For  Your  Future,  Washington, 

DC.  10-3-79 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

50920  8-30-79  /  Arizona  Strip  District  Advisory  Board,  St. 

George,  Utah  (open).  10-2-79 

46953  8-9-79  /  Canon  City  District  Advisory  Board,  Carson  City, 

Colo,  (open),  10-3-79 

52757  9-10-79  /  Craig  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  Craig, 

Colo,  (open),  10-4-:79 


National  Park  Service — 

9-18-79  /  Chattahoochee  River  National  Recreation  Area. 
Atlanta,  Ga.  (open),  10-4-79 

9-16-79  /  Chattahoochee  River  National  Recreation  Area. 
Sandy  Springs.  Ga.  (open),  10-6-79  ' 

9- 6-79  /  National  Park  System  Advisory  Board. 

Lakewood,  Colo,  and  Keystone,  Colo,  (open),  10-2  through 

10- 5-79 

Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement  Office — 
9-21-79  /  Mining  and  Mineral  Resources  Research 
Advisory  Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  10-10-79 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

9-17-79  /  Cell  Biology  Subcommittee  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  for  Physiology,  Cellular  and  Molecular  Biology, 
Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  10-4  through  10-6-79 
9-17-79  /  Ecological  Sciences  Subcommittee  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  for  Environmental  Biology, 
Washington,  D.C.  (partially  open),  10-3  through  10-5-79 

9- 17-79  /  Mathematical  Sciences  Subcommittee  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  for  Mathematical  and  Computer 
Sciences,  Washington,  D.C.  (partially  open).  10-5  and 

10- 6-79 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 

9-19-79  /  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee, 
Washington,  D.C.  (partially  closed),  10-4  through  10-6-79 
9-14-79  /  Reactor  Safeguards  Advisory  Committee,  Ad 
Hoc  Subcommittee  on  the  Three  Mile  Island,  Unit  2  (open), 
Washington,  D.C.  10-2-79 

SMALL  BUStNESS  ADMINISTRATION 

9- 12-79  /  Region  II  Advisory  Council,  Clark,  N.J.  (open), 

10- 3-79 

8- 21-79  /  Region  VIII  Advisory  Council,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
(open),  10-3-79 

9- 18-79  /  Region  VIII  Advisory  Council.  Sioux  Falls, 
Dakota  (open),  10-5-79 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Agency  for  International  Development — 

9-21-79  /  Joint  Research  Committee  of  the  Board  for 
International  Agricultural  Development,  Arlington,  Va. 
(open),  10-9  and  10-10-79 

9- 21-79  /  Asia  Regional  Work  Group,  Rosslyn,  Va  (open), 

10- 9-79 

9-21-79  /  Latin  America  Regional  Work  Group, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  10-9-79 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

9-10-79  /  Advisory  Committee  to  the  U.S.  National  Section 
of  the  Inter-American  Tropical  Tuna  Commission,  La  Jolla, 
Calif,  (open),  10-4  and  10-5-79 

9-13-79  /  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open).  10-3-79 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration — 

9- 4-79  /  GM  jack  defects,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 

10- 4-79 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

9- 14-79  /  Wage  Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed), 

10- 4-79 

Next  Week’s  Public  Hearings 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration — 
52852  9-11-79  /  Mid-Atlantic  and  New  England  Fishery 

Management  Councils,  fixed  gear  regulations,  Portsmouth, 
N.R.  10-3-79 
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IX 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration — 

50847  8-30-79  /  Mandatory  petroleum  price  regulations;  refiner 

investment  incentives,  Houston,  Tex.,  10-4-79 

50847  8-30-79  /  Mandatory  petroleum  price  regulations;  refiner 

investment  incentives.  New  York,  N.Y.,  10-2-79 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission — 

53538  9-14-79  /  Filing  of  changes  in  rate  schedules,  Washington, 

D.C.,  10-4  and  10-5-79 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

52842  9-11-79  /  Outer  Continental  Shelf  oil  and  gas  sequential 

bidding  process;  leasing,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  10-4-79 

52842  9-11-79  /  Outer  Continental  Shelf  oil  and  gas  sequential 

bidding;  leasing.  New  Orleans,  La.,  10-2-79 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

51683  9-4-79  /  Environment  and  conservation  in  non-nuclear 

energy  research  and  development,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  10-3  through  10-5-79 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

35242  8-19-79  /  Current  good  manufacturing  practices  in 

manufacturing,  processing,  packing,  or  holding  human  . 
food,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  10-3-79 

47699,  8-14-79  /  Protection  of  human  research  subjects,  San 

447713  Francisco,  Calif.,  10-3-79 

[Rescheduled  at  44  FR  50359,  8-28-79] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
46955  8-9-79  /  Leather  wearing  apparel.  New  York,  N.Y.,  10-0-79 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
Internal  Revenue  Service — 

44553  7-30-79  /  Consolidated  returns;  Washington,  D.C.,  10-3-79 

[Rescheduled  at  44  FR  47550,  8-14-79] 

List  of  Public  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become  law  were  received  by  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's  List  of  Public 
Laws. 

(Last  Listing  9-24-79] 

Documents  Relating  to  Federal  Grant  Programs 

This  is  a  list  of  documents  relating  to  Federal  grant  programs  which 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register  during  the  previous  week. 

DEADLINES  FOR  COMMENTS  ON  PROPOSED  RULES 

54910  9^21-79  /  Commerce/Sec'y — Departmental  administrative 

order  on  grants  administration;  comments  by  11-20-79 

54908  9-21-79  /  Commerce/Sec'y — Grants:  Disputes  and  appeals 

procedures;  comments  by  11-20-79 

54950  9-21-79  /  )ustice/AG — Nondiscrimination  based  on 

handicap  in  federally  assisted  programs — implementation 
of  section  504  of  the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973  and 
Executive  Order  11914;  comments  by  12-21-79 

APPLICATIONS  DEADLINES 

54778  9-21-79  /  HEW/NIE — Program  of  Research  Grants  on  Law 

and  Government  Studies  in  Education;  apply  by  10-18-79 

54127  9-18-79  /  HEW/OE — College  work-study,  national  direct 

student  loan,  and  supplemental  educational  opportunity 
_  grant  programs;  apply  by  10-18-79  for  establishing 
institutional  eligibility  and  funds 

54127  9-18-79  /  HEW/OE — College  work-study,  national  direct 

student  loan,  and  supplemental  educational  opportunity 
grant  programs;  apply  by  12-14-79  for  applications, 
corrections,  and  certifications 


54127  9-18-79  /  HEW/OE — College  work-study,  national  direct 

student  loan,  and  supplemental  educational  opportunity 
grant  programs;  apply  by  2-18-80  for  submitting  appeals 
for  funds 

MEETINGS 

53803  9-17-79  /  HEW/NIH— Communicative  Disorders  Review 

Committee,  Bethesda,  Md.  (partially  open),  10-25  through 
10-27-79 

53800  9-17-79  /  HEW/NIH— Division  of  Research  grants; 

October  and  November  1979  meetings 
53802  9-17-79  /  HEW/NIH — ^National  Advisory  General  Medical 

Sciences  Council,  Bethesda,  Md.  (partially  open),  10-24 
and  10-25-79 

53802  9-17-79  /  HEW/NIH — ^National  Cancer  Advisory  Board 

and  its  subcommittees,  Bethesda,  Md.  (partially  open), 
10-2  through  10-5-79 

53802  9-17-79  /  HEW/NIH — Board  of  ScientiBc  Counselors, 

Division  of  Cancer  Biology  and  Diagnosis,  Bethesda.  Md. 
(partially  open),  11-16  and  11-17-79 
53468  9-19-79  /  NFAH — Opera-Musical  Theater  Advisory  Panel, 

Washington,  D.C.  (partially  open),  10-11  through  10-13-79 
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